Tavernler and Thevenot

not told the principle on which the duties were
apportioned. Criminal justice was the sphere of
the " Cotwall.55 Thevenot's remarks are a little
confused, but reading between the lines it
seems clear that the Governor of the Castle was
the military official in command of the town*
and that he also exercised some few civil func-
tions; that the chief civil judge was the person
whom Thevenot describes as the Governor of
the Town; and that the " Cotwall" was a crimi-
nal judge with rather limited magisterial func-
tions. The first two were the more important
and were entirely independent of one another.
None of the three could put a man to death
without referring the matter first to Aurangzib/
Thevenot's account of his experiences at the
custom house possesses a value of its own, It is
very minute, and is far too long to quote; but it
shows that the proceedings which previous tra-
vellers had found so trying and disagreeable had
abated none of their rigidity.

Travelling in the district round Surat seems
to have been rather safer than in Mandeslo's
time, though the French traveller abundantly
shows that there was still considerable room for
improvement. He describes a trick by which
men on a journey were lured from the road by
women who feigned distress, and were then las-
soed by men from a place of concealment.* He

* Apparently an early notice of TJiuggism, though the name itself u
not employed.
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